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T R U S T Description:

Site Name:

|Vulture

Phase Il and Phase Ill Archeological Database and Inventory
Site Number: [18CH351

Prehistoric

Other name(s) |Swan Point Property Field No. 2

Historic

[Mid-18th to early-19th century house site, Prehistoric lithic scatter

Unknown [ ]

Site Location and Environmental Data:

Latitude

Site setting

38.2980 Longitude -76.9260
Elevation m  Site slope |0-2%

Maryland Archeological Research Unit No. |10

Physiographic province |Western Shore Coastal

Ethnobotany profile available [ ] Maritime site[ ]

SCS soil & sediment code |PcA

Terrestrial site

Underwater site []

-Site Setting restricted

-Lat/Long accurate to within 1 sqg. mile, user may
need to make slight adjustments in mapping to

account for sites near state/county lines or streams

Floodplain
Hilltop/bluff
Interior flat
Upland flat
Ridgetop
Terrace

Low terrace

Topography

Ownership
High terrace [ | | Private
[ ] Rockshelter/ Federal
cave
[] State of MD
Hillslope
] P ] Regional/
0 Unknown [ ] | county/city
Other [] | Unknown
[]
[]

Saltwater

Ocean

(L[] [J[][]

Name (if any)

Nearest Surface Water

Estuary/tidal river

Tidewater/marsh []

|Potomac River

Freshwater

[] Stream/river

Swamp
Lake or pond

Spring

[
[
[
[

Minimum distance to water is | om

Temporal & Ethnic Contextual Data:

Paleoindian site |

—
—

Mlddle archaic I_

Archaic site

Early archaic

MD Adena

Woodland site |

—

Early woodland |_
Mid. woodland I_

Contact period site

ca. 1630 - 1675
ca. 1675 - 1720
ca. 1720 - 1780
ca. 1780 - 1820

=
—
=
v
=

ca. 1820 - 1860
ca. 1860 - 1900
ca. 1900 - 1930
Post 1930

RN

Ethnic Associations (historic only)

Native American | Asian American

African American

—

Unknown

Anglo-American |Y Other

—
—
—

Hispanic |
Late archaic | Late woodland | Unknown historic context |
Unknown prehistoric context |Y Unknown context Y=Confirmed, P=Possible
Site Function Contextual Data: Historic ‘ Furnace/forge Military [] Post-in-ground ]
Urban/Rural? |Rural Other Dl Battlefield [] Frame-built []
Prehistoric Domestic Transportation u Fortification [] Masonry []
Multi-component [ |  Misc. ceremonial [ ] Homestead L] Canal-related O Encampment [] Other structure []
; Farmstead
Village [] Rockart [] [ Road/railroad [] Townsite [] Slave related []
; Mansion
Hamlet []  Shellmidden L] Plantation — Whart/landing ] Religious [] Non-domestic agri [ ]
Base camp [] STUl/lithic scatter [] Maritime-related ] churchimta house _
; Row/townhome ] 9 [ ] Recreational []
Rockshelter/cave [ ]  Quarry/extraction [ ] Bridge ] ch subport bid
; ; Cellar [] PP g [ Midden/dump []
Earthen mound [ ]  Fish weir ] Ford H
. ) Pri Burial area [] .
Cairn [] Productionarea [ | vy L] . Artifact scatter
Educational [] Cemetery O
Burial area [] Unknown [] Industrial [] Spring or well H
. Commercial [] Sepulchre ]
Other context ] Mining-related ]
Trading post [] Isolated burial ] Unknown L]
Quarry-related ]
Mill [ Ii Store [ ] BIdg or foundation Other context L]
Tavern/inn ;
Black/metalsmith o [ ] Possible Structure
Interpretive Sampling Data:

Prehistoric context samples

Flotation samples taken |N

Soil samples taken

N

Other samples taken |

Historic context samples

Flotation samples taken |N

Soil samples taken

N

Other samples taken |
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Site Number: |18CH351 Site Name: |Vulture Prehistoric
Other name(s) |Swan Point Property Field No. 2 Historic
s % | Brief [Mid-18th to early-19th century house site, Prehistoric lithic scatter Unknown []
T R U S T Description:
Diagnostic Artifact Data: Prehistoric Sherd Types Shepard [ Keyser |
Projectile Point Types Koens-Crispin I_ Marcey Creek I_ Popes Creek I_ Townsend I_ Yeocomico I_
Clovis l_ Perkiomen I_ Dames Qtr |_ Coulbourn |_ Minguannan |_ Monongahela |_
Hardaway-Dalton l_ Susquehana I_ Selden Island I_ Watson I_ Sullivan Cove I_ Susquehannockl_
Palmer l_ Vernon I_ Accokeek I_ Mockley I_ Shenks Ferry I_
Kirk (notch) I_ Piscataway I_ Wolfe Neck |_ Clemson Island|_ Moyaone |_
Kirk (stem) l_ Calvert I_ Vinette I_ Page I_ Potomac Cr I_
Le Croy I_ Selby Bay | Historic Sherd Types  |;onstone I_ Staffordshire |_3 Stoneware
Morrow Mntn l_ Jacks Rf (notch) I_ Earthenware Jackfield I_l Tin Glazed l_g English Brown |_2
Guilford l_ Jacks Rf (pent) I_ Astoury l_l Mn Mottled I_ Whiteware |_2 Eng Dry-bodie I_
Brewerton l_ Madison/Potomac I_ Borderware l_ North Devon I_ borcela W Nottingham |_2
Otter Creek l_ Levanna I_ Buckley |_3 oreen Rhenish |—8

Pearlware | 26
Creamware 41 Wt Salt-glazed| 38

All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Other Artifact & Feature Types: Prehistoric Features Lithic Material | Fer quartzite ] Silsandstone[ |
Prehistoric Artifacts Other fired clay | Mound(s) | Storage/trash pit [ ] || Jasper Chalcedony [ ] European flint[ ]
Flaked stone | 6  Human remain(s) [ 1] Midden [] Burial(s) [ ]]] Chert [] Ironstone [ ] Basalt ]
Ground stone | Modified faunal | Shell midden [[] Ossuary [ ]| Rhyolite Argilite [] Unknown []
Stone bowls | Unmod faunal | Postholes/molds [ ] Unknown [ ]]] Quartz Steatite [ ] Other ]
Fire-cracked rock | Oyster shell [ ]]] House pattern(s)[ ] Other []]] Quartzite Sandstone [ ]
Other lithics (all) | 1 Floral material [ ]|| Palisade(s) ] [ Dated features present at site
Ceramics (all) | Uncommon Obj. | Hearth(s) []
Rimsherds | Other [ ] Lithic reduc area []
Historic Artifacts Historic Features . .
Tobacco related | 1 Privy/outhouse [ ] Depression/mound[ ]  Unknown
Pottery (all 210  Activity item(s | 2 || Const feature
y @ y ©) [ Well/cistern [] Burial(s) [] Other []
Glass (all) | 93  Human remain(s) 11l Foundation H
. . Trash pit/dump [ ] Railroad bed []
Architectural 863  Faunal material Cellar holefcellar [ ]
Furniture | Misc. kitchen 711 Sheet midden []  Earthworks L]
) Hearth/chimney [ ] . .
Arms | 2 Floral material [] Planting feature [ ] Mill raceway []
; ; Postholes/molds
Clothing | 1 Misc. | 7 [ Road/walkway [ ]  Wheel pit ]
Personal items | Other [] Paling ditch/fence [ ] All quantities exact or estimated minimal counts

Radiocarbon Data:

Sample 1: +- | years BP  Reliability Sample 2: | +- years BP  Reliability Sample 3: | +/- years BP  Reliability
Sample 4: +l- | years BP  Reliability Sample 5: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 6: | +/- years BP  Reliability
Sample 7: +/- | years BP  Reliability Sample 8: | +/- years BP  Reliability Sample 9: | +/- years BP  Reliability

[ ] Additional radiocarbon results available
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Site Number: [18CH351 Site Name: |Vulture Prehistoric
Other name(s) |Swan Point Property Field No. 2 Historic
Sl % | Brief [Mid-18th to early-19th century house site, Prehistoric lithic scatter Unknown []
T R U S Description:
External Samples/Data: Collection curated at |MAC

[ ] Additional raw data may be available online

Summary Description:

The Vulture Site (18CH351) consists of archeological remains, possibly related to a mid 18th-early 19th century dwelling, on Swan Point in Charles County.

The site is situated on a bench above the floodplain between Weir Creek and the Potomac River. The terrain on which the site lies is flat and hugs the shore
of the river. Covering the site area is a mature mixed forest consisting of red oak, cedar, and American holly. Some of the oak specimens (at the time of the
site’s documentation) were at least 80 years old. Soils at the site are Piccowaxen loams.

The history of ownership of the land containing the Vulture Site begins with a land grant of 2,000 acres to James Neale (or Neal). James Neale was born in
England in 1615. He named the land “Wollaston Manor” after property in England. He and his wife had five children and Neale was a prominent individual in
Maryland politics.

In 1643, Neale and four other individuals were charged with treason for aiding Richard Ingle, a ship’s captain. Richard Ingle was a key participant in the
Protestant Rebellion in Maryland (known locally as the Ingle and Claiborne Rebellion), during which the city of St. Mary’s (then the capital of Maryland) was
attacked and several wealthy Catholic prisoners were taken. Later, Ingle attacked ships, claiming to have a letter of marque: a document issued by the British
government which permitted the looting of ships on behalf of the crown. Most in Maryland regarded Ingle as little better than a pirate. James Neale was
accused of helping Ingle in an attempted escape, once order was restored by Governor Leonard Calvert. Ingle was later tried and executed for treason.

Neale later regained the trust of the crown and the colony and spent several years abroad, principally in Spain and Portugal, as an agent for his Majesty the
King and the Duke of York. While Neale was absent, he left his plantation in the hands of his father-in-law, Benjamin Gill. During this time, he was declared in
arrears of rent by eight years, as well as in-debt to various persons for 13,823 pounds of tobacco. Mr. Benjamin Gill paid the fine and the court fees,
amounting to another 500 pounds tobacco.

On 7 March, 1659, Neale returned to Maryland with his wife and children and requested to return to his estate located there. This was granted by the Council
of Maryland that same year and he was also given permission to enter into trade and to use the ports. His children (born in Spain) are often referred to in
history books as having the distinction of being the first naturalized citizens of the United States.

In 1662, James Neale was in court with a case against the carpenter who built his house. The suit alleged that the carpenter was careless of the cost of
materials and ignored, “(the) preciousness of nails (which) is shown in the accusation against the carpenter that he threw away the bent ones”.

The area of Charles County where Wollaston Manor was located is known variously as Cobbs Neck or Cobb’s Point. The district in which it was located is
referred to as the Allen’s Fresh District, the Harris Lot District, or the Fifth District of Charles County. Wollaston Manor appears to be the name given to the
entire land grant as well as the original dwelling of James Neale.

Captain James Neale’s initial grant was, “2,000 acres on the West side of the Wicomico River” in 1642. This land was divided many times among his
descendants. "Captain” James Neale, Sr. married Ann Gill, daughter of Benjamin Gill. They had five children, including Anthony (1659-1723) and James, Jr.
(1664-1727). When Captain James died in 1684, his son Anthony inherited Wollaston Manor. When Anthony died in 1723, a portion of Wollaston Manor
passed to his brother James, Jr. He left Wollaston to his son James, the Third (1689-1730). The will of James Neale. Jr., in 1727 stated: left, “all my Manor of
Wooleston to my eldest son James Neale Jr. [the Third]”. When James the Third died in 1730, he left “All Rights to Wollaston Manor and land reserving half
the land for [his] wife Jane” to his son James (the Fourth). James the Fourth died in 1730 as well, without issue.

Raphael, son of Anthony Neale, received the majority of Wollaston upon his father’s death. Raphael (1683-1743) married Mary Brooke, and they had 5
daughters. When Raphael Neale died in the mid-18th century, it was decided by his heirs that the land would be surveyed and divided equally. A
representative of each of Raphael’s children then drew lots to see which parcel they would receive. A plat map from 1755 reveals the approximate boundaries
of the 6 parcels into which Wollaston Manor was divided. Site 18CH351 appears to fall within the 183 acre parcel listed as “Tract 5” in the 1755 plat, which
was devised to Basil Brooke, the husband of Henrietta Neale (Raphael’s 2nd oldest daughter).

The livelihood of the area from the time it was settled was generally agriculture and those trades which supported it, such as mills, blacksmithing and
shipping. Horse and mule breeding were understandably important endeavors to the residents, as these were the principal means of transportation and power
for farm equipment. Local papers often listed when particular stallions would be available to stud and the results of horse races were frequently reported.
Many residents served in the local and state government as required. Slavery was common, as in most states where tobacco was the principal crop.

The Revolutionary War and the War of 1812 had no physical impact on the Wollaston Manor area. In 1775, monies were collected “for the relief of the
soldiers of the Town of Boston”. During the Civil War, Federal troops had a training camp near Allen’s Fresh and used the printing presses of the Port
Tobacco Times to print a camp newspaper. On at least one occasion, this led citizens to start the rumor that the newspaper offices had been “captured” by
federal troops, a rumor the editor of the paper was quick to dispel in the next issue. Maryland had many Southern sympathizers and the presence of Federal
Troops may not have been welcome in the area. By all accounts, the troops behaved themselves with only a few incidents of drunkenness or disorderly
conduct reported in the paper.

Tract 5 (Basil Brooke and Henrietta Neales’ inheritance) is referred to in subsequent records as “Swann Point”. The parcel was divided multiple times and
portions were combined with other parcels over the 19th century. Reconstructing the chain of title becomes impossible due to errors made in the numbering of
parcels in subsequent transactions. What is clearly documented, however, is that no structures are depicted in this portion of the Wollaston Manor on the
original 1755 plat of its division. This parcel would eventually come into the possession of the Lancaster family which owned much of the area in the 19th
century. By the mid 20th century, much of the original Wollaston Manor property would be acquired by the Maryland Realty Investment Trust and
subsequently sold to the US Steel Corporation in December of 1969. It was eventually developed into a nine-hole golf course and in the 1980s the course was
expanded and residential and commercial development of the area began in earnest.

Site 18CH351 was initially identified during a reconnaissance survey in the early 1990s when landscape features (fence lines and large yard-grown hardwood
trees surrounding an area covered with thick brambles) were discovered. A depression with nearby brick fragments was also found. Subsurface investigation




ICAL Site Number: |18CH351 Site Name: |Vu|ture Prehistoric
Other name(s) |Swan Point Property Field No. 2 Historic
[Mid-18th to early-19th century house site, Prehistoric lithic scatter Unknown []

consisted of the excavation of 8 shovel tests at 15.24 m intervals. Two STPs encountered a layer of concentrated brick and artifacts below the plowzone, at
about 30.5 cm (1 ft) below the surface. The thick layer of mortar and brick rubble recorded in one of these stps may represent demolition debris from a
nearby structure. Artifacts recovered from the STPs included 6 white salt-glazed stoneware sherds, 1 black transfer-print white salt-glazed stoneware sherd, 3
creamware, 2 pearlware, 1 blue-edged pearlware, 1 Buckley earthenware sherd, and a Staffordshire slipware sherd. According to the ceramic types
recovered, a wealthy family occupied the site area between the mid 18th and beginning of the 19th centuries. The site size was estimated to be roughly 122 X
137 m (400 X 450 ft). Again, the 1755 survey plat of Swan Point presented no evidence to indicate that an early dwelling was present. Early 20th century
USGS quad maps depict a structure north of the site area, but no dwellings or other structures at 18CH351. The site may represent a house and associated
outbuildings constructed by Basil and Henrietta (Neale) Brooke soon after they obtained the property from "Raphael Neale's Estate Division." Although the
site has been plowed since abandonment, brick rubble, oyster shell, and artifacts were recovered from layers below the plowzone in several STPs.

In 2007 Phase Il testing was carried out at 8 sites on two properties slated for residential and commercial development in Charles County, one of which
included the Swan Point property and 18CH351. The archeological evaluations were connected with the application for a wetland permit through the US Army
Corps of Engineers and the Maryland Department of Environment. Site evaluations were therefore required under Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended).

In order to relocate the site, a shovel test grid spaced at 15.24 m (50 ft) increments was superimposed and excavated. Based on the distribution of artifacts,
this grid was narrowed to 7.62 m (25 ft) and 3.81 m (12.5 ft) increments. In total, 177 shovel tests were excavated within the grid and the data were used in
the strategic positioning of test units. All STPs were excavated manually using spade shovels and trowels. The shovel tests were also excavated
stratigraphically in order to maintain vertical control over the artifacts recovered. The soils removed from each excavated shovel test were dry-screened in the
field using hardware cloth. A soil profile was prepared (on a standardized form) for each shovel test location excavated. The profile served to document soil
characteristics, strata depths, and artifacts recovered per stratum. Soils were described by texture using standard techniques and nomenclature.

Following the shovel testing to identify artifact “hot spots” or potential features, seven 91 X 91 cm (3 X 3 ft) test units were excavated. Test units were
excavated manually using flat shovels and trowels. These units were also excavated stratigraphically in order to maintain control over the vertical provenience
of artifacts recovered. Selected strata in excess of 5-7.6 cm (2-3 in) were further excavated by arbitrary level. Unless specified, all excavated soils were dry-
screened in the field using hardware cloth. In some test units exploratory windows were excavated within test units (following the same procedures) to obtain
further information. A standard report form was completed for each excavated stratum or arbitrary level within a stratum per test unit. As with shovel testing,
soil characteristics, stratum depths, and recovered cultural materials were documented on these forms. Included in the documentation of test unit soils was
the preparation of a hand-drawn soil profile which presented a more accurate view of the stratigraphy encountered. Only one profile was prepared for each
test unit excavated and generally involved the wall with the clearest stratigraphy. This wall was also documented through black and white photography.

No cultural or natural features were identified during the 2007 Phase Il fieldwork at 18CH351. In total, 1,841 artifacts were recovered from the shovel tests and
test units at the site. By broad temporal affiliation and quantity, the artifact collection included the following: 1,834 historic items and 7 prehistoric items. The
prehistoric assemblage included a rhyolite biface, a utilized flake, 2 flakes, 2 pieces of shatter, and a possible hammerstone. Although the material recovery
was minor, it was concluded that the site contained a prehistoric component of unknown temporal affiliation that likely functioned as a small resource
procurement base camp.

The Phase Il historic artifact assemblage consisted of 2 activity items (a piece of lamp glass and a brass fitting), 863 architectural artifacts (754 pieces of
brick, 8 mortar fragments, 41 pieces of window glass, 2 cut nails, 36 handwrought nails, and 22 unidentified nails), 1 clothing item (a copper alloy button), 958
kitchen-related artifacts (195 ceramic sherds, 52 pieces of container glass, 25 animal bones/teeth, and 686 pieces of shell), 1 white ball clay tobacco pipe
stem, 2 arms objects (a French gunflint and a chert gunflint flake), and 7 miscellaneous objects (6 pieces of iron and a fragment of lead). Among the ceramic
sherds were 2 Buckley, 1 Astbury, 1 Jackfield, 9 tin-enameled earthenware, 2 Staffordshire, 2 course earthenware, 12 other earthenware, 38 creamware, 23
pearlware, 14 early porcelain, 2 whiteware, 34 redware, 2 Nottingham stoneware, 31 white salt-glazed stoneware, 2 English Brown stoneware, 8 Rhenish
stoneware, and 12 other stonewares.

Upon examining the overall historic artifact collection, it was concluded that Site 18CH351 once functioned as a rural domestic occupation or residence.
According to the diagnostics materials, the site was occupied between the mid 18th and early 19th century. The site occupants are thought to have had a
middle-to-high socio-economic status based on the ceramic assemblage data. The site may have been occupied by Basil Brooks, who married into the Neale
family, and/or members of the Lancaster family who owned the property by the 19th century.

After examination of the research and the fieldwork results, it was concluded that Site 18CH351 had value in terms of its antiquity, but lacked archeological
value with a lack of good stratigraphic integrity, poor artifact preservation, and absence of intact cultural features and buried artifact deposits. It was
determined that proposed development in the vicinity of 18CH351 would not adversely impact any significant archeological resources.

External Reference Codes (Library ID Numbers):

[95000557, Site Files



